Authors' Response
We are not certain that our article was read thoroughly.
use of the pouch of Douglas. Our use of the acronym NOS rather than the usual NOTES is not new either.1 In the "Letter to the Editor," we stated that the "T" in NOTES stands for transluminal, and because we cannot define the trans-Douglas route as transluminal, we use the term NOS, which includes NOTES. The new concept is obviously not the usage of the pouch of Douglas but the single-entry concept for intraabdominal surgical procedures.
Our assumption that the head of the instrument will not cause any injury is based on the fact that there are no sharp edges, and as for its diameter, we took into account the results of our group's study concerning the anatomical limits of the pouch of Douglas.2 Assumptions as for the intraabdominal pressure needed are indeed not equivalent to evidence-based facts and do not claim to be so.
The patent-pending arrangements were mentioned on the first page of the article.
We thank Dr. Ott and Dr. Redan for mentioning our previous publications on TED. Surg Endosc. 2008; 22(8):1910 -1912 
